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hear Harold, 

, Thank you for the ouick dispatch of your excellent books - 

ano your refreshingly blunt criticism of my article. I hope you understand, tW 
“ nat tne on L -k booKs on sale here support the lone Oswald theory, and that i 

my, perhaps me«gre, search for the tnuth has been a costly and time consuming 
task. Only now, in fact, 'am I getting information and books (like yours'! that 


cast any real light on the matter. 


I accept your criticism 
begun to realise (as I scan your books) 
really emanated from. 


of my article, however, and have 
where the research I referred to 


my opinions 
* frame-up ! , 
publ ? sber. 


Once I have digested your books, I will write again 
for what they are worth. I would also like to purchase 
but do not understand if this is available from you or t. 
Ferh-ps you can enlighten me on this point. 


a copy of 
he 


the difference 


Meanwhile, I 
b e t w 6 e n w h r. x. 


ve enclosed 0 n h e 0 u e for LIS 
0 n t n d t h e no s t r ge ^ e t c • 


ich is 


mna regerasj 
y 0 u r s s i n c ere ly, 


;Fr:rl! 


• I. will also forward my other articles (with some trepidation!) she 

TU- 0-S. pn^v <&a±cu> -tUJ; 2£-VOl W.C. <* 

vuet cWii -^to ? — <rv cfe 1 
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h some trepidation! ) shortly. 



